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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



This action is issued in response to applicant's amendment filed 10/21/2004. 



Claims 1-24 were not amended. No claims were deleted. None were added. 



3. 



Claims 1-24 are still pending. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-24, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bunnell, and 
further in view of Morgenstem (US Patent No. 5,970,490). 

1. Regarding Claims 1, 6, 1 1, and 16, Bunnell discloses a method for managing a plurality 
of nodes in a layered hierarchically organized database stored in a server on a computer network 
(see Fig. 2, 30, column 6, lines 27-32, Bunnell) comprising: 

accessing a subset of said nodes in response to a chent request (see column 5, lines 21-27, 
Bunnell); 
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modifying one or more state attributes associated with said nodes to control merging and 
updating of layers to a resulting layered hierarchical database in response to said client request 
(see column 6, lines 7-10, Buimell); and 

Bunnell discloses all the claimed subject matter as set forth in the rejection above, but 
Bunnell does not explicitly disclose the method managing said nodes using said state attributes, 
wherein each one of the state attributes comprises an extensible Markup Language (XML) 
format attribute. However, Morgenstem discloses the use of an extensible Markup Language 
(XML) (see colunm 45, lines 28-37, column 46, lines, 1-5, Morgenstren). It would have been 
obvious to the ordinary skilled artisan at the time of the invention to use the XML of 
Morgenstren in Bunnell by using XML. The ordinary skilled artisan would have been motivated 
to make such modification in order to extend and eventually supersede HTML, since it's well 
known that XML, allows web developers and designers create customized tags that offer greater 
flexibility in organizing and presenting information than is possible with the older HTML 
document coding system. XML is defined as a language standard published by the W3C and 
supported by the industry. 

2. Regarding Claims 2, 7, 12, and 17, the combination of Bimnell/Morgenstem discloses a 
method wherein said state attributes indicate that a corresponding data element is one of updated 
default, deleted, and added (see Fig. 3, step 55, column 9, lines 18-21, Burmell). 

3. Regarding Claims 3, 8, 13, and 18, Bunnell discloses a method wherein each one of said 
state attributes includes a value of one of default, replaced, modified, and deleted, indicating a 
last action taken on a corresponding data element (see column 7, lines 37-39, and column 9, lines 
39-55, Bunnell). 
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4, Claims 4, 9, 14, 19, and 21-24, the combination of Bunnell/Morgenstem discloses the 
method wherein each one of said nodes comprises an XML node (see column 45, lines 38-45, 
Morgenstem). 

5. Regarding Claims 5, 10, 15, and 20, the combination of Bunnell/Morgenstem discloses a 
method wherein said nodes are organized in a Document Object Model format (see column 10, 
lines 64-53, Bxmnell). 

Response to Amendment 

Applicant's arguments filed 10/21/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argument "Applicants respectfully traverse the rejection of claim 1, for 
example, at least because the Examiner has not shown a prima facie case of obviousness. 
According to the Examiner in rejecting claim 1, for example, "managing said nodes using said 
state attributes, wherein each one of said state attributes comprises an extensible Markup 
Language IXMLI format attribute, is not disclosed by Bunnell, but Morgenstem allegedly 
discloses the use of XML at col. 45, lines 28-37 and at col. 46, lines 1-5. According to the 
Examiner, it would have been obvious to the ordinary skilled artisan at the time of the invention 
to use the XML of Morgenstren [sic] in Bunnell by using XML. The ordinary skilled artisan 
would have been motivated to make such modification in order to extend and eventually 
supersede HTML ..." The Examiner has proposed or explained no relation between HTML as 
disclosed in Bunnell and the state attributes, recited by claim 1 . As such, extending and 
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eventually superseding HTML as disclosed by Bunnell does not relate to the state attributes of 
claim 1, and the Examiner provides no explanation of how extending and eventually superseding 
HTML relates to the state attributes. The HTML as disclosed in Bunnell relates to display, 
mention of HTML by Bunnell refers to a user interface 70 presented as an applet within an 
HTML document and displayed with an HTML browser, at col. 10, lines 46-55. The HTML 
not state attributes. The only document and HTML browser are used for display (See Fig. 5; col. 
10, lines 48-49 Nowhere in Bunnell does it state that the attributes as cited by the Examiner in 
rejecting the claims are HTML attributes. As such, the Examiner's stated motivation to extend 
and eventually supersede HTML" combined with Bunnell would not teach or suggest state 
attributes comprising an extensible Markup Language (XML) format attribute, respectfully 
submit that there is no mention or suggestion of modifying state attributes associated with nodes 
in a layered hierarchically organized database in Bunnell. 

Examiner disagrees. A very brief explanation of what is the HTML, and XML. The 
HTML is a Hyper Text Mark Language files which is a tag based notation language used to 
format documents that can then be interpreted and rendered by an Intemet browser, the HTML is 
an application (Standard Generalized Markup Language) that uses tags to mark elements, such as 
text and graphics, in a document. On the other hand the XML is the extensible Markup 
Language, a condensed form of Standard Generalized Markup Language, which allow the Web 
developers and designer to customize tags that offer greater flexibility in organizing and 
presenting information that is possible with the older HTML document coding system. So in 
other words the use of XML taught by Morgenstem in replacing the HTML taught in the Bunnell 
is very reasonable since both languages are Markup languages and service the web development. 
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With respect to applicant argument regarding the limitation of "managing said nodes using said 
state attributes. . ."AppUcant did not explicitly defines the state attribute in any special way other 
than the formal way known in the database enMronnieht would make the prima facie case of 
obviousness is properly established. . f 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS fi-om the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated firom the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS fi-om the mailing 
date of this final action. 



Application/Control Number: 09/747,428 
Art Unit: 2161 



Page 7 



Points of Contact 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Sana Al-Hashemi whose telephone number is (571) 272-4013. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 8:00 AM to 4:30 PM. If attempts to 
reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessftil, the examiner*s supervisor, Safet Metjahic, can 
be reached on (571) 272-4023. Any response to this office action should be mailed to: The 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, Washington, D.C. 20231. Or telefax at phone number 
(703) 872-9306. For formal or draft communications, please label "PROSPOSED" or "DRAFT". 
Hand-delivered response should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal Drive, 6^*" Floor 
Receptionist, Arlington, Virginia. 22202. ) 



Sana AI-Hashemi 
Patent Examiner 
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